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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . There are two occurrences of claim 1 7 present in the current claim set. For the 
purposes of art rejection, the first occurrence of claim 17 will be referred to as 17-1 and 
the second occurrence of claim 17 will be referred to as 17-2. Claim 18 which depends 
from claim 17 will be read as depending on the second occurrence of claim 17 (i.e. 17- 
2). Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claims 5, 1 1 , 1 2, 1 7-1 , 17-2, 21 and 25 are objected to because of the following 
informalities, appropriate correction is required. 

[claims 4, 11 and 24] 

Claims 4, 1 1 and 24 contain the limitation "email" while in claims 2, 10 and 21 the 
same limitation is written as "e-mail". 
[clalmsS, 12, 17-2and25] 

Claims 5, 12, 17-2 and 25 end in a comma, 
[claim 11] 

Claim 1 1 is dependent on claim 9 and contains the limitation "by the email 
message", however there is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation. For the 
purposes of art rejection claim 1 1 will be read as being dependent on claim 10. 
[claim 17-1] 

Claim 17-1 contains the limitation "by the email message", however there is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation. For the purposes of art rejection, claim 
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17-1 will be read as claiming "wherein the folder is given an intuitive name relating to 
the event", 
[claim 21] 

Claim 21 contains an unnecessary parenthesis after computer device. 

6, 8, 13, 15, 18, 20 and 26 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5, 7, 9-12, 14, 16, 17, 19, 21-25 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Carmi et al. (US 2003/0174242) in view of Nakamura 
et al. (US 7,009,643). 

[claim 1] 

Regarding claim 1 , Carmi discloses a system including a computer device 
(Figure 1, Item 20) and a peripheral device connected to the computer device (Figure 1 , 
Item 10). Carmi discloses that the computer device controls the peripheral device (e.g. 
Paragraphs 0078-0079) and further discloses a system for capturing and organizing 
images in which the computer device is used to create a folder, an Image is captured 
and the image is stored in the appropriate folder (Paragraphs 0151-0164). However, 
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while Carmi discloses creating folders in advance, the folders of Carmi are not related to 
a predetermined time period and the images are manually placed into the folder. 

Nakamura discloses a system which automatically determines a proper storage 
location for an image based upon time data and a calendar which includes times at 
which various events are to take place (Figure 3; c. 4, 1. 3 - c. 5, 1. 4). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to create folders based upon events which occur at predetermined times and to 
automatically place images taken at those events in corresponding folders as taught by 
Nakamura. The examiner notes that since the system of Carmi creates folders and 
stores images on the peripheral device, it would be obvious to create folders 
corresponding to the predetermined events and to automatically store images in those 
folders on the peripheral device as claimed, 
[claim 2] 

Regarding claim 2, Carmi in view of Nakamura does not disclose a e-mail based 
event creation system as claimed. Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the art 
to schedule events using calendaring systems and to automatically send e-mails to 
event participants to inform them of when the event is taking place. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to include an e-mail based event creation system in the system of Carmi in view of 
Nakamura. Since Nakamura discloses folder creation based on scheduled events, it 
would be obvious to create folders for the events corresponding to received e-mail 
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invitations as claimed, 
[claim 3] 

Regarding claim 3, Carmi discloses a computer device (Figure 1, Item 20) and 
peripheral device (Figure 1 , Item 10) which are inter-connectable via a cable. Carmi 
further discloses that the computer device is, for example, a standard PDA device 
(Paragraph 0132). The examiner notes that in such a system the computer device 
would inherently be capable of connecting to a plurality of peripheral devices as 
claimed, and following the teachings of Nakamura would create appropriate event 
folders for any images created during the event, 
[claim 4] 

Regarding claim 4, Nakamura discloses creating a folder with an intuitive name 
relating to the event (c. 4, II. 64-66). 
[claim 5] 

Regarding claim 5, Nakamura describes creating a folder which has metadata 
(i.e. the folder's name) relating to the event (c. 4, II. 64-66). 
[claim 7] 

Regarding claim 7, Carmi in view of Nakamura discloses a system including 
peripheral device which is a camera and a control device for the camera. However, 
Carmi in of Nakamura does not disclose a peripheral device which is a personal 
computer, hand held computer, personal digital assistant or cellular telephone. Official 
Notice is taken that personal computers, hand held computers, personal digital 
assistants and cellular telephones which include camera devices which include cameras 
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are notoriously well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the control device of 
Carmi in view of Nakamura to interface with personal computers, hand held computers, 
personal digital assistants and cellular telephones which include cameras to allow for 
easy control of multiple camera devices with a single control device, 
[claim 9] 

Claim 9 is a method claim corresponding to apparatus claim 1 . Therefore, claim 
9 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 . Claim 9 
includes a further limitation of accepting an event on the computer device. Nakamura 
discloses a calendaring system which includes a number of different events (Figure 5). 
Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the art to allow a user to accept events 
into calendaring systems such as the one disclosed by Nakamura to schedule events 
created by others. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to accept an event as claimed on the computer 
device of Carmi in view of Nakamura to al|ow events scheduled by others to be entered 
into the users calendar, 
[claims 10 and 11] 

Regarding claims 10 and 1 1 , see claims 2 and 4 respectively, 
[claim 12] 

Regarding claim 12, see claim 5. 
[claims 14, 19 and 27] 
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Regarding claims 14, 19 and 27, see claim 7. 
[claim 16] 

Claim 16 is a method claim corresponding to apparatus claim 1, therefore claim 
16 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 . The 
examiner further notes that since the computer/control device of Carmi is used to 
control the camera 10, it would be obvious to connect the computer device at the time of 
the event and to create an event folder as described in Nakamura upon connection, 
[claims 17-1 and 17-2] 

Regarding claims 17-1 and 17-2, see claim 5. 
[claim 21] 

Regarding claim 21 , see claim 1 . 
[claims 22 and 24] 

Regarding claims 22 and 24, see claims 2 and 4 respectively, 
[claim 23] 

Regarding claim 23, see claim 3. 
[claim 25] 

Regarding claim 25, see claim 5. 

5. Claims 6, 8, 13, 15, 18, 20 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carmi et al. (US 2003/0174242) In view of Nakamura et al. (US 
7,009,643) in view of Ohkubo (US 2003/01 84653). . 
[claim 6] 



Application/Control Number: 10/686,855 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2622 

Regarding claim 6, Carmi in view of Nakamura does not disclose metadata which 
is a descriptor of the event timing. Ohkubo discloses a similar calendaring and image 
management system to Nakamura and further discloses creation of folder names which 
include date Information (Figure 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include date information in 
the folder name as taught by Ohkubo to allow easy recognition of when an event 
occurred by looking at the folder name, 
[claims 13, 18 and 26] 

Regarding claims 13, 18 and 26, see claim 6. 
[claim 8] 

Regarding claim 8, Carmi in view of Nakamura does not disclose creating 
subdirectories in the folder. Ohkubo discloses a similar calendaring and image 
management system to Nakamura and further discloses creation of subdirectories 
within the folder for different date ranges (Figure 3). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to create 
subdirectories for different date ranges for each event to further ease the searching of 
data created at the event, 
[claims 15 and 20] 

Regarding claims 15 and 20, see claim 8. 
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Conclusion 



6. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 



applicant's disclosure. 



I. 



Yokokawa 



US 2003/0063198 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy J. Henn whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7310. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571) 272-7304. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. . . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR' or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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